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1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

a. Claims 1-5 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Katzenberg et al. 

Katzenberg discloses a terminal adapter device connecting a terminal 
device 10 to a network and for identifying terminal types comprising: 

First connectors (66, Data + phantom power, Fig. 3, Fig. 1 ) for 
inserting an adapter between the terminal 10 and network, and an 
identifier circuit, including elements 4,22,64 for identifying terminal type 
and being connected to at least two conductors at the network side (col. 3, 
lines 1-22 and 44-48). Such identifier circuit includes the adapter since 
the current used in the identification of the terminal device is sent to the 
network interface for identification of the terminal type. The adapter can 
be said to include detector 22 and network node 14, since they adapt the 
connection of remote equipment 10 to the network (Fig. 1). 

Choosing to connect the terminal to a LAN as opposed to an 
Ethernet would have been obvious, merely depending on what type of 
network was used to remotely power terminal equipment. 

Furthermore, the identifier circuit used by Katzenberg is passive, 
since the circuit merely has to determine if a particular voltage level is 
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detected, in order to determine if the equipment can support remote power 
feed (col. 3, lines 4-1 1 ), terminals being identified as being able to support 
remote power feed or not. 

Regarding claims 2-3, Katzenberg teaches desirability of providing 
remote power feed over network side conductors (col.3, lines 43-48), and 
it would have been inherent that the power would have been conducted to 
the terminal device over conductors. 

Regarding claim 4, Katzenberg teaches use of second conductor 
(main power distribution bus, Fig. 3), connected to network side 
conductors through switch 68, use of data versus other available lines 
being an obvious matter of engineering choice, alternate lines providing 
easier transmission when available, since data signals would not have had 
to be transmitted along with power signals. 

Regarding claim 5, Katzenberg teaches use of resistive dc element 
to determine terminal type (col.3, lines 6-9). Choosing to use a resistor as 
the resistive element would have been obvious since resistors are 
common off-the-shelf resistive elements for electrical circuits, the 
particular type of resistive element used being an obvious matter of 
engineering choice depending on what other electrical components are in 
use in the circuit. 
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2. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from 
the examiner should be directed to Brent A Swarthout whose telephone number is 571- 
272-2979. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F from 6:30 to 4:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Jeff Hofsass, can be reached on 571-272-2981 . The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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